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-4, NPT REVI?W CGNFERENCE COVCLUDLS IN DIS ARRAY--BUT TREATY REMAINS
INTACT
"The Non-Proliferation Tresaty- (NPT) Review Conference ended a four-
week meeting in-Geneva ln discord and disharmony. Uncompromising
“non-aligned propcsals cn._arms control issues prevented adoption of a =
final declaration supporting the NPT. This was contrary to the pre-
vious review conference in 137% when a declaration was agreed. While
the failure to-achieve a c¢onsensus on a final declaration is pri-
" marily of symbolic significance--the WPT itself has emerged from the ~
review exarcise without altaration or loss of adherents-—-the North-
South discord -on arms control issues is likely to garry over into sub-
.7 saquent” forums suchTas tha U“GA and *o cmnplf‘ife‘ns—éfforts‘fo widen
—the- NPT's*appeal T e : et
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o *“Some nan-aligned nations, led by several hard-liners--Yugoslavia,
Sweden, Sri Lanka, Mexico and the Philippinese—tock uncompromising
positions on gseveral arms control issues. These proposals were
patently unacceptable to the nuclear wsapons states and were intended
to prevent“agreanant on a final daclaration. The non-aligned demands
included: - (1) a-moratorium on all nuclear tasting, (2) creation of
a CTB working group to monitsr Comprueilansive Test Ban. negotiations,

(3) _agreement by the US and the Soviet Union _to observe the terms of
T the saLT YT t.reaty pendn.nq rat..ficat'a.on, a.nd (4) ‘the condemnation of
Israal and-South Africa-ay ohstacles to the ¢reation of nuclear-
weapons-frea zones in their regions. They alsoc called for the cessa=-
tion of all nuclear cwoperation with Israesl and South Africa unless —

——they accept- IAEA safeguards-on all -thelr nuclear facilities. —— —_—

—— - Thenon-aligned hurdliners probably believed thatthe lack ¢of con-
sensus and final declaration woulld dramatize the lack of progress on

—arms contrsl by -the nualanr waapsns statas without directly weakaning
the Treaty itself. Tha hardliners may also Bave felt that the arms :
control issue provided the hasi: passible vehicle for blocking a con-
sensus document that wauld k-t~ -Jvossted broadening the scope of

——curbs on-nuclear-exponrts,  ~ 7 TTUTT o memse e -

The hardliners' disenchaantment with certain aspects of the current

—==implementztion=6f the WPT diractly tnflacted™views of “important non-""

NPT signatory states that have resisted adherence to the Treaty.

Indeed, some of these non«signatories wers prasent at the conferance

as observers and several of them--notably Brazil, Argentina, India

and Cuba--reportedly played a significant background role in strength-

ening non-—aJA._EEed resolve t5 regist wompromise on the arms control

issue. -
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